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DETAILED ACTION 
Allowable Subject Matter 

1. The indicated allowability of claims 1-8 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Capps et al. (6,735,691) and Durham (6,330,566). 
Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. Upon careful consideration 
prior to allowance of the instant application, the examiner has found new references that 
read on the claimed invention. See below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps et 
al. (6,735,691) and Durham (6,330,566). Capps et al. teaches a method for tracking and 
reporting traffic activity on a web site (see Capps et al., col. 7, line 58-col. 8, line 15) 
comprising the steps of: storing a web page on a first server coupled to a wide area 
network, said web page having web page code and data mining code (see Capps et al., 
col. 10, lines 6-47); uploading the web page to a visitor computer responsive to a 
request over the wide area network from the visitor computer (see Capps et al., col. 3, 
lines 28-43); and operating the data mining code on the visitor computer to obtain web 
browsing data (see Capps et al., col. 7, line 58-col. 8, line 15). But fails to teach a 
cookie processing script; operating the cookie processing script at the visitor computer 
on the web browsing data to obtain new cookie values; and storing the new cookie on 
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the visitor computer including the new cookie values. However, Durham teaches a 
cookie processing script (see Durham, col. 3, lines 22-41); operating the cookie 
processing script at the visitor computer on the web browsing data to obtain new cookie 
values; and storing the new cookie on the visitor computer including the new cookie 
values (see Durham, col. 3, lines 42-54). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Capps et al. to a cookie 
processing script; operating the cookie processing script at the visitor computer on the 
web browsing data to obtain new cookie values; and storing the new cookie on the 
visitor computer including the new cookie values in order to by caching in a client-stored 
cookie a globally unique client id (GUID) along with a core set of user data (such as 
preferences) generally applicable to the user's interaction with a server (see Durham, 
col. 3, lines 5-21). 

4. Claims 2, 3, and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Capps et al. and Durham as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Pogue 
etal. 6,112,240. 

5. As per claim 2, Capps et al. and Durham teach the mentioned limitations of claim 
1 above but fails to teach a method, further comprising the step of receiving the new 
cookie values at a second server. However, Pogue et al. teaches a method, further 
comprising the step of receiving the new cookie values at a second server (see Pogue 
et al., col. 8, lines 52-59). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify Capps et al. and Durham to a method, further 
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comprising the step of receiving the new cookie values at a second server in order to 
obtain client information relating to a web page in a World Wide Web site by utilizing a 
tracker tag in the code of the web page for initiating a client information tracking 
program (see Pogue et al., col. 2, lines 12-26). 

6. As per claims 2, 3, and 5-8, the above-mentioned motivation of claim 1 applies 
fully in order to combine Capps et al., Pogue et aL, and Durham. 

7. As per claim 3, Capps et aL, Pogue et al., and Durham teach a method, further 
including the steps of: attaching the new cookie values to an image request associated 
with a designated URL source; and sending the image request to the URL source (see 
Pogue et aL, col. 7, lines 1 1-22). 

8. As per claim 5, Capps et aL, Pogue et aL, and Durham teach a method, further 
including the steps of: compiling the web browsing data into a web page traffic report; 
and posting the report for viewing over the wide area network (see Pogue et aL, col. 4, 
lines 30-60). 

9. As per claim 6, Capps et aL, Pogue et aL, and Durham teach a method, wherein 
the step of generating a new cookie includes the step of operating the cookie 
processing script on an old cookie associated with the web page and previously stored 
on the visitor computer (see Pogue et aL, col. 7, lines 1 1-22). 

10. As per claim 7, Capps et aL, Pogue et aL, and Durham teach a method, further 
including the step of overwriting the old cookie with the new cookie (see Pogue et aL, 
col. 7, lines 11-22). 
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1 1 . As per claim 8, Capps et al., Pogue et al., and Durham teach a method, further 
including the steps of: detecting that an old cookie exists on the visitor computer 
associated with the web site; tracking events on the visitor computer; processing the old 
cookie using cookie processing code in view of the tracked events to obtain new cookie 
values; and replacing the old cookie values with the new cookie values (see Pogue et 
al., col. 6, line 52-col. 7, line 22). 

12. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps et 
al. and Durham as applied to claims 1-3 above, and further in view of Shrader et al. 
(6,374,359). Capps et al. and Durham teach the mentioned limitations of claims 1-3 
above but fail to teach a method, further including the step of decoding the new cookie 
values to obtain the web browsing data. However, Shrader et al. teaches a method, 
further including the step of decoding the new cookie values to obtain the web browsing 
data (see Shrader et al., col. 2, lines 45-64). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Durham and Capps et al. to 
a method, further including the step of decoding the new cookie values to obtain the 
web browsing data in order to provide an architecture for the dynamic use and 
validation of HTTP cookies for authentication by an application running on a web server 
(see Shrader et al., col. 1 , lines 62-65). 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




